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Current Topics. 


New Zealand’s New Name. 


By Roya. Proclamation of the 9th of September, 1907, 
recently gazetted, it is declared that the Colony of New Zealand 
is to be known as the Dominion of New Zealand. The 
of name takes place on the 26th of September, 1907. This 
alteration in the official title of New Zealand, and the proclama- 
tion giving it effect, deserve more than passing attention. They 
are the more significant as coming in the year of the first 
‘‘ Imperial ” Oonference, and at a time when the Constitution of 
the Empire is being put to the test in Newfoundland and 
Canada. The terms of the proclamation itself should be noted. 
It is “given at our Court at Buckingham Palace”—not at 
Wellington—though made “ on the petition of the members of 
the Legislative Council and House of Representatives of our 
Colony of New Zealand,” and is issued ‘‘by and with the 
advice of our Privy Council.” Instead of the self-governing 
colony of New Zealand assuming to have, as part of its inde- 
pendent power of legislation, au g bys power to change its 
name by local Act of Parliament, the change is effected. in 
London by the King in Council, and by the same formal 
machinery as would be employed in making any alteration in 
the constitution or titles of Orown colonies or protectorates— 
for instance, Lagos and Southern Nigeria in 1906. The present 

roclamation, and the change of title effected by it, thus 
sn visible and important symbols of the unity of the 
Empire. The only autonomous territories in the oversea 
dominions that are still styled “colonies” are the four South 
African territories—Oape Colony, Natal, Transvaal, and Orange 
River Colony—and Newfoundland. The word “colony” will 
disappear in South Africa, as applied to autonomous territories, 
with the advent of federation. Newfoundland will then be the 
solitary self-governing and officially designated “ colony.” 


The Implied Powers of a Company. 


Unpzr rue practice which has prevailed since the decision of 
the House of Lords in Ashbury Railway Carriage Co. v. Riche 
(L. R. 7 H. L. 653) it has been considered n —or at least 
very advisable—to state in great detail the objects of a limited 
company, and consequently the ordi memorandum of associa- 
tion has grown to the formidable document which exhausts 
the alphabet with its long series of common form clauses. 
The practice is now too well established to be easily abandoned, 
but the decision of Kexewion, J., in Re Kings Colliertes 
(Limited) and Moore's Contract (1907, 2 Ch. 259) shows that the 
omission of some of these clauses does not necessarily mean that 
the company cannot exercise the powers usually contained in 
them. In that case the company wasa colliery company, and by 
its memorandum of association it was empowered to purchase or 
take on lease and to work certain coal mines, and to acquire real 
estate or any interest therein. But, while the company was 
empowered to sell coal and other products, there was no express 
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power to sell real estate. It acquired certain freehold land for 


sell the land to purchasers under an arrangement that the pur- 
chasers should build the cottages and lease them to the company. 
The purchasers raised the objection that the company had no 

wer to sell the land, but it was overruled by Kexewicn, J. 
There is no doubt that, as determined in Ashbury Railway 
Carriage Co. v. Riche (supra), the powers of a company formed 
under the Companies Acts are limited by its constitution. 
The fact of incorporation does not give it unlimited powers 
except where the contrary is shewn ; but it has only such powers 
as its constitution confers. These, however, need not be con- 
ferred expressly ; it is sufficient if they are conferred by implica- 
tion, and the learned judge held that a power to sell real estate 
was so conferred in the present case. It is obvious, indeed, 
that where a company has power to acquire real estate there 
should be power also to sell it. Otherwise the company would 
be compelled to keep the particular land purchased for all time, 
however desirable it might be to dispose of it, and it is not 
unreasonable to treat such a power as Seleg impliedly required 
by the purposes of the company. 


The Intestates’ Estates Act, 1890. 


Tue peciston of Kexewicn, J., in Re Heath (1907, 2 Oh. 270) 
is a striking illustration of the unexpected results which a 
statute may have. By section 1 of the Intestates’ Estates Act, 
1890, where a man dies intestate leaving a widow but no issue, 
and the net value of his real and personal estate does not exceed 
£500, the whole belongs to his widow. Sections 5 and 6 contain 
provisions as to the mode in which real and personal estate 
respectively are to be valued. Under section 5, the net 
value of an estate in fee simple is to be estimated on 
the basis of twenty years’ purchase of the annual value at the 
date of the death of the intestate, less incumbrances, and this 
obviously contemplates only the valuation of an estate in posses- 
sion. In the above case it was argued that estates in reversion 
were consequently excluded from the operation of the Act. An 
intestate, who left a widow but no issue, was at the date of his 
death in 1894 entitled to a contingent reversionary interest in real 
and personal property. This interest—which comprised his whole 
gh f with the exception of assets worth about £10—was at his 
eath of no market value. In 1904 it fell into possession and was 
worth £3,500. If this was within section 1 of the Act, then it 
was property the net value of which at the death was less than 
£500, and it belonged to the widow absolutely. On the other 
hand, section 5 did not provide for its valuation, and, if that section 
was taken as covering all cases coming within the Act, this interest 
would be excluded. It is natural, however, to regard section 1 as 
defining the scope of the Act, and not to limit it by the adminis- 
trative provisions of the later sections. These provide for 
valuation in particular cases, but there is no need to treat them 
asexclusive. Kzexewion, J., held, accordingly, that the contingent 
reversionary interest was within section 1, provided its value 
at the date of the death did not exceed £500. In ascertaining 
this value section 5 did not apply, and hence it was necessary to 
have recourse to some other usual mode of valuing property. 
At the time of the death in September, 1894, the interest was not 
considered of any value, and was not in fact valued. In 1907 a 
skilled actuary made an affidavit stating that at that time it had 
no market value, but that it had some value which he estimated 
at £388. The learned judge accepted this evidence and made a 
declaration that the share of the intestate in the real and personal 
property in question vested absolutely in his widow for such 
estate and interest as he had therein. 


Mines and the Redemption of Land Tax. 


WHERE LAND tax in respect of certain lands has been re- 
deemed and subsequently the mines beneath the lands are 
opened up and worked, it is important to ascertain whether the 
redemption extends to the mines as well as the surface, or 
whether it applies to the surface only, leaving the mines liable 
to a new assessment. This question has arisen in Newton, 
Chambers, § Co. v. Hull (1907, 2 K. B. 446) and has been deter- 
mined by Bray, J., in favour of exemption for the mines. 
Section 4 of the Land Tax Act, 1797, provides, indeed, for the 
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stipulation as to the price, it would be difficult for the plaintiff 
to contend that his charges varied with the wealth of the person 
with whom he contracted, for such a practice would surely be 
open to the objection of uncertainty. What is the standard of 
wealth? When do customers cease to be poor? He is entitled 
to hold himself out as dealing only with persons whose means 
enable them to pay more than their poorer brethren, either 
because he consults their convenience by supplying them with 
superior work or goods, or by occupying expensive premises which 
are conveniently situated in their neighbourhood. He may also on 
extraordinary occasions lower these charges for the benefit of 
friends or particular customers. But the law will scarcely allow 
him, when he has discovered that one of his customers is rolling 
in wealth, to double or treble the amount of the items in his 
pill. It is, however, commonly reported that certain hotel 
keepers and tradesmen raise their charges when they deal with 
any one who has a title, or keeps a man servant, or for some 
other reason can be supposed to be richer than those whose 

tronage is usually obtained by them. In like manner those 
who travel on the Continent must often hear that natives of the 
different countries pay lower prices than English and American 
tourists. These extortionate practices have no doubt been 
facilitated by the taste for exclusiveness which prevails in a fair 
proportion of the middle classes, but we may reasonably expect 
that as time goes on few people will be found who think it a 
privilege to pay higher prices for the same article than their 
neighbours. 


Workmen’s Com pensation—Continuing Liabilities. 


Tue case of Williams v. Vauxhall Colliery Co. (Limited) (ante, 
p: 552), decided under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
isof considerable importance to employers, and will apply equally 
under the new Act. A workman having sustained an injury in 
the course of his employment, by arrangement with his 
employers was paid compensation for twelve months, then, 
deeming himself cured, he returned to work at slightly in- 
creased wages, but nine months later died, as it was found, 
from the results of the original accident. The contention of the 
respondents in the proceedings taken by his widow to recover 
compensation was that the man had contracted himself 
out of the right to receive further compensation or had 
abandoned such right. The Court of Appeal held that there 
was no evidence of this; but also that, even had there been 
evidence, yet the right of the defendants to compensation was a 
separate and independent right which the workman could not 
abandon. The decision has an important bearing on insurance. 
Many policies contain a clause that after weekly payments have 
been continued for twelve months the insurers shall be at 
liberty to have a sum fixed representing the estimated capitalized 
liability of the insured, and thereupon their liability shall be 
determined. Under such a policy the assured, in the circum- 
stances disclosed in the above case, might find himself uninsured 
im respect of subsequent claims for further compensation. 


The Law of Corporations. 


Born 1n the United Kingdom and in America—the two sister- 
ger of the English common law—troublesome questions on 

@ subject of corporations and their powers are calling for 
solution. In the United States the question is one of national 
importance, and will probably have to be solved by means of an 
amendment of the constitution. Under the written constitution 
the Federal Legislature has no express power to enact any general 
statute authorizing the creation of corporations which shall be 
subject only to federal law, as distinguished from state law. 
Sooner or later this power will have to be conferred, unless the 
difficulty be met by finding that it is really implied in the 
existing constitution. In the United Kingdom there is no 
difficulty at present of national importance, or very great 
magnitude, connected with corporations. In its way, however 
the question of corporations carrying on medical and dental 
practice is distinctly troublesome. Two Bills were recently before 
the House of Lords, and were the subject of inquiry by a Select 
Committee—the Prohibition of Medical Practice by Companies 
Bill, and the Dental Companies (Restriction of Practice) Bill. 

b this case it is alleged that the facilities for the creation of 
corporations under the Companies Acts have been abused, and 


in the public interest restriction seems necessary in order that 
the unqualified or undesirable medical or dental practitioner 
may not be able to shelter himself behind a —— body. 
Jurisprudence will have to concern itself more and more with 
corporations, their status and proper function in the State, as 
society grows more and more complex. 








Registered Dealings with Shares in 
Ships. 


Ir is not likely that the principle of registration of title and 
registration of assurances will exclude the possibility of equit- 
able dispositions of a , but where the principle is in 
operation it will ts ly increasingly difficult to allow 
— to equitable transactions over transactions which have 
een duly registered. An example of this is afforded by the 
recent case of Barclay & Co. v. Poole (1907, 2 Oh. 284) before 
Swinren Eapy, J. There A. H. Poorz, the managing owner of 
a steamship, had mortgaged twenty sixty-fourth shares of which 
he was the registered owner to his bankers, the plaintiffs, to 
secure his current account, but at his request the mo was 
not registered. Prior to the 8th of February, 1906, he had incurred 
debts on behalf of the ship and the owners to the amount of £483, 
and these he had left unpaid, although he had received £636 
on account of the owners. In order to put the matter right he 
entered into an agreement on the 8th of February, 1906, with 
J. A. Poorz and R. Emmerson, two other owners, by which the: 
were to purchase his twenty shares at a price to be assessed, an 
which was subsequently assessed at £937. The ent 
provided that the purchase-money should be applied by the 
purchasers, so far as necessary, in the payment of all moneys 
owing by the vendor to the owners or to the creditors of the 
ship, and the balance was to be paid tothe vendor. The vendor 
was forthwith to execute a bill of sale of the shares to the 
purchasers. This bill of sale was executed on the date of the 


agreement and was registered on the 10th of Feb 1906, 
At that time the purchasers had no notice of the aintiffs’ 


mortgage. The plaintiffs first heard of the transaction on the 
14th of February, and on the following day they tendered their 
mortgage for registration, but registration was refused on the 
ground that the absolute bill of sale by the mortgagor had 
already been registered. On the same day the plaintiffs 
gave the purchasers notice of their mortgage, and warned 
them not to part with the purchase-money, and a few days later 
they commenced the action to enforce their mortgage against the 
shares, or, alternatively, against the proceeds of sale. Their 
claim exceeded £1,000, Before the action was heard the 
purchasers had paid the £636 for which the vendor was liable 
to the owners, and had satisfied out of this the ship’s debts; 
there remained a balance of about £300 in their hands for 
which they were ready to account to the plaintiffs. 

Under the above circumstances the question arose whether 
the plaintiffs had by virtue of their unregistered mortgage a 
claim to the purchase-money in priority to the rights in respect 
of its application which were conferred on the purchasers by 
the agreement; and this depended upon the effect to be given 
to the provisions of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, as 
to registered dealings with shares in ships. It will be 
remembered that the policy of the earlier Merchant Shipping 
Acts was to invalidate all dealings with ships, whether b 
way of sale or mortgage, which were not in the requir 
form and duly registered, and it of course followed that notice 
of an unregistered agreement did not affect a subsequent 
registered transferee: MceCalmont v. Rankin (2 D. M. & G. 403). 
There was, in fact, no distinction between equity and law. 
order to get a title it was essential to obtain an effectual trans- 
fer at law. The case just referred to was decided on the Act of 
1845, and although the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, omitted 
the words rendering an i er void, it was 
in Lwerpool Borough Bank v. Turner (1 J. & H. 159) that the 


legal effect was the same. Consequently an emg oe agree- 
ment was still ineffectual for all purposes. But the incon- 
venience of this policy was too great for the Legislature to persist 








|in it, and the creation of equitable interests in ships was 
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expressly recognized by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1862. 
Subsequently to that statute, therefore, an unregistered 
mortgage had all the ordinary incidents of a mortgage 
save that it did not confer a legal title and was 
liable to be postponed to registered dealings: Keith v. 
Burrows (1 C. P. D. 722). And it was decided in slack v. 
Williams (1895, 1 Ch. 408), on the provisions of the Acts of 
1854 and 1862, that this result was not altered by the fact tha: 
the registered dealing was entered into by a person who had 
notice of the prior unregistered mortgage. 

The law as thus determined has been perpetuated by the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. By section 33, where more mort- 
gages than one are registered in respect of the same ship or 
share, the mortgagees, notwithstanding any express, smelted, or 
constructive notice, are entitled to priority according to the date 
of registration ; by section 56, no notice of any trust, express, 
implied, or constructive, is to be entered in the register, and, 
“subject to any rights and powers appearing by the register 
book to be vested in any other person, the registered owner of a 
ship or of a share therein shall have power absolutely to dispose, 
in manner in this Act provided, of the ship or share, and to give 
effectual receipts for any money paid or advanced by way of 
consideration.”” At the same time, without prejudice to the 
foregoing provisions in favour of registered dispositions, section 
57 expressly recognizes that equitable interests may be created. 

Having regard to these provisions, it was not disputed in 
Barclay & Co, v. Poole (supra) that the purchasers had acquired 
a valid title to the twenty shares which had been registered in 
their names ; but it was contended that this did not touch the 
disposition of the purchase-money, and that, since it had not 
been paid over before the purchasers received notice of the 
plaintiffs’ mortgage, they were not entitled to deal with it 
to the plaintiffs’ prejudice. But in the way of this contention 
there was the provision of section 56, which we have just 
quoted. The registered owner has a statutory right to 
dispose of the ship and to give effectual receipts for 
the purchase-money. Swivren Eapy, J., held that, if he could 
give such receipts, he could also validly contract as to the 
way in which the purchase-money was to be applied. The 
argument of the plaintiffs required that the agreement of the 8th 
of February, 1906, should be divided into two parts. It was 
good as far as the purchasers had acquired the shares and made 
themselves liable for the purchase-money ; it was bad, as against 
the plaintiffs, so far as the purchasers had stipulated for the 
application of the purchase-money in a manner which would 
relieve them of liability for the ship’s debts. This severance 
of the contract the learned judge would not allow. ‘“ This 
contract,” he said, “is not severable into two parts. It is one 
entire contract, and the purchasers, having bought the shares and 
agreed to pay the purchase-money, a portion of which was to 
be applied for their benefit in a particular way, are entitled to 
insist upon the whole contract being carried out, and their right 
so to insist is an absolute right given by statute.’ The point is 
& nice one, but the decision of the learned judge appears to be in 
accordance with the policy of the Act of 1894. 








Are Royal Mines Corporeal 
Hereditaments ? 


Wuertuer the Crown’s right te mines of gold and mines 
of silver—royal mines—is a corporeal or an _ incorporeal 
hereditament seems not to have been yet decided in 
England. The better opinion seems to be that royal 
mines should be classed as incorporeal hereditaments, 
that is, that the Crown has not the possession of the 
mines, but merely a right to enter the land where they lie 
and take them. The question, of course, remains open because 
gold and silver mines are comparatively rare in England, and 
in the few reported cases upon the subject the exact nature of 
the Crown’s title to royal mines did not come up for decision ; 
but, as will be seen later on, the question has been the subject 
of actual decision in the oversea dominions. The most recent 


case in the English reports is Attorney-General vy. Morgan 
(1891, A. C. 432), and neither there nor in the Case of Mines 





(Plowd. 310) is it laid down exactly how royal mines are to be” 


considered as reserved to the Crown. 

There are two available analogies with respect to the reserva. 
tion or exception of mines and minerals in a grant or convey. 
ance of land ; if one of these analogies be followed in the cage 


of the Crown’s right to royal mines, this right will be a corporeal — 


hereditament, and if the other be followed, the right will be ap 
incorporeal hereditament. The first analogy is that of a con- 
veyance of freehold land to a purchaser with a reservation t 
the vendor of the mines ; the other is the analogy of the righty 
of the lord of the manor to the mines in the copyhold land of 
his tenant. 

Prim4é facie a reservation to the vendor of freehold land, i 
his conveyance to the purchaser, of “ mines” (as of coal, &¢) 
gives to the purchaser no property in the subsoil containing the 
coal, but the coal strata are separated from the strata above 
them ; the coal strata remain the property of the vendor, and 
they remain in his possession, the land being simply divide 
into two parts laterally or horizontally, instead of being divided 
vertically as in the common case of an owner conveying part 
of his land: see Batten Pooll v, Kennedy (1907, 1 Ch. 266) 
In this case the “mines” remaining vested in the vendor are,o 
course, a corporeal hereditament, and the owner is to be com 
sidered as much in possession of his property as if the land 
extended to the surface. One consequence of the vendor having 
both property and possession will be that the vacant space 
left by removal of the coal, &c., will remain his property ; his 
ownership includes both the minerals in the subsoil and the 
space left empty by their abstraction. The purchaser, on the 
other hand, in the case supposed, has neither property nor por 
session with respect to the coal strata, and the utmost right he 
could have as against the vendor with respect to these strats 
would be a right of support for the surface or upper strata: see 
Humphries v. Brogden (12 Q. B. 739). 


In the case of copyhold land held in fee simple, primd face 
the mines (coal, &c.) are the property of the lord of the manor, 
and so far the lord is in the position of the vendor of freehold 
land just referred to. The copyhold tenant, however, is not if 
the position of the freehold purchaser, for the copyholder ha 
possession of the coal strata as well as the surface, and has all 
the remedies of a person in possession against trespassers ; the 
lord would not, of course, be a trespasser if he took out thé 
minerals by means of underground workings only: Lews 
v. Branthwaite (2 Barn. & Ad. 137). The consequence 3 
that on the lord’s minerals being removed, the vacant spag 
left by their removal belongs to the copyholder, and he hold 
this in fee simple along with the rest of the land: Hardley ¥ 
Granville (3 Ch. D., at p. 833). The lord’s right to the mineral 
may therefore be called an incorporeal hereditament, as being 
a right in re aliena. 


Is the freehold or copyhold analogy to be followed in the ca 
of royal mines? If the freehold analogy be followed, and the 
Crown’s prerogative right regarded as a corporeal hereditament, 
the Crown, and not the freeholder, must be taken to be in pos 
session. In that case the freeholder would not have the remedies 
of a person in possession against trespassers. A further incon- 
venient result of the freehold analogy would be that a copper, 
tin, iron, or lead mine might turn out to be a gold mine, although 
not believed to be one at first: see Attorney-General v. Morgan 
(supra), and the statutes of William and Mary there cited. 
The freeholder would never be certain whether he was entitled 
to the ordinary possessory remedies against trespassers. 
inconveniences afford a strong argument in favour of regarding 
the prerogative right of the Crown to royal mines as in 
nature of an incorporeal hereditament, following the analogy of 
copyhold land and the lord’s right to mines. The possession of 
the gold or silver-bearing strata will then be in the owner of the 
freehold, though the property in the gold and silver will be in 
the Crown. 

This view has been adopted in Australia, and the Supreme 
Courts both of Victoria and Queensland have decided that 4 
grant from the Crown of land in fee simple, though not passing 
the property in the gold to be found in the land, does give 
the grantee the vossession of the subsoil. There seems to be 
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no reason why this view should not also prevail in the English 
Courts whenever the question arises for decision. 

The Victorian case referred to (though there is more than 
one such case) is Woolley v. Ironstone Hill Lead Gold Mining 
Co. (1 V. L. R. 237). It was held by Moxgswortu, J., that 
owners of private lands were entitled to an injunction against 
trespassers mining for gold in the plaintiffs’ lands, though the 
gold belonged to the Crown. 

The Queensland case referred to (and there is more than 
one) is Plant v. Rolleston (6 Q. L. J. 98). It was held by the 
full court that a grantee in fee fram the Crown can maintain 
trespass against a person who removes gold without licence from 
the Crown, on the ground that the grantee in fee has possession 
of the whole of the subsoil, although the gold is the property of 
the Crown. A lengthy and instructive judgment was delivered 
by Grirritu, C.J. (now Chief Justice of the High Court of Aus- 
tralia), in which the analogy to copyhold mines was adopted in 
preference to the alternative analogy to freehold mines, and the 
inconveniences above referred to were forcibly pointed out. 
ee the consequence of holding that royal mines in 
freehold lands were not in the possession of the grantee would 
be to introduce, in place of the certainty as to possession so 
much favoured by the common law, and endless confusion ” ; 
“The notion, indeed, of treating the prerogative right of the 
Crown to royal mines as a corporeal hereditament seems incon- 
gruous. I think that in principle the analogy between the re- 
spective rights of a copyholder and the lord in the case of mines 
lying under a copyhold, and the rights of the subject and the 
Crown in the case of royal mines lying under a freehold is 
complete, with the single exception of the right of the Crown 
in the latter case to enter and take the gold and silver—a right 
which has been for centuries in abeyance, if it still exists.” 








Reviews. 
Encyclopedia of the Laws of England. 


ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE Laws oF ENGLAND. WiTH ForMs AND 
PRECEDENTS. By the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Szconp 
EprTion, REVISED AND ENIARGED. OLUME V.: DOMINICAN 
REPUBLIC TO FACTORIES AND WorkKsHOPs. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); Wm. Green & Sons, Edinburgh. 


This volume of the revised edition of the eo of the Laws 
of England contains a considerable number of articles of first 
importance. ‘‘ Education,” ‘‘ Elections,” ‘‘ Employers’ Liability,” 
‘‘ Estoppel,” ‘‘ Evidence,” ‘‘ Excise,” and ‘‘ Executors and Adminis- 
trators” are among the subjects dealt with. The article on 
‘“‘ Employers’ Liability” explains in considerable detail the pro- 
visions of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, and in par- 
ticular it contains a section enumerating the classes of workmen 
included, The article is contributed by Judge Ruegg. The 
article on ‘‘Estoppel’’ naturally follows the classical division of 
the subject into estoppel iy matter of record, by deed, and in pais, 
the third class containing the two heads of estoppel between Jand- 
lord and tenant and re by representation. The cases on thie 
last point are numerous and important, and it is to the credit of the 
original author of the article, Mr. D. M. Kerly, and to its reviser, 
Mr. N. G, L. Child, that they have been arranged so concisely. They 
are brought down to the recent case of Bank of England v. Cutler 
1907, 1 K. B. 889). The article on ‘‘ Evidence,” o Mr. J. G. 
ease, also is a good example of detailed information well di 
and concisely presented. Mr. ©. W. Greenwood’s icle on 
‘¢Executors and Administrators,” revised by Mr, ©. Johnston 
Edwards, gives in some forty pages the outline of this extensive 
subject, and the sections on ‘Sale by Executors under Charge 
of Debts” and ‘‘ Appropriation,” among many others, shew that 
the practitioner who refers to the article will find himself put very 
specie on the path of recent authorities. To describe the whole 
volume is impossible, but we may refer in conclusion to Mr. J. D. Israel’s 
interesting article on ‘‘ Executory Interests,” with its statement of the 
effect of Whitby v. Mitchell (44 Ch. D. 85), and to the article on 
* Execution ” by Mester Burney and Mr. F. A. Stringer. -The volume 
attests the importance of the series to the practitioner. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law of Workmen’s Com tion and Emplo Liability, 
comprising the Liability of an eater at Common = the Fatal 








Accidents Act, 1846, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906; with the Statutes Relating 
Thereto and the Cases Decided Upon the Words thereof ; ome 
with the Regulations of the Secretary of State and the Rules of Pro- 
cedure and Forms. By WititaAm Ex.is Hit, Barrister-at-Law. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited). ~ 


Pitman’s Bills, Cheques, and Notes: a Handbook for Business Men 
and Commercial Students ; together with the Bills of Exch Act, 
1882, and the Bills of Exchange (Crossed Cheques) Act, 1906. Sir 
Isaac Pitman & Sons (Limited). 

Transactions of the Medico-Legal Society for the year 1906-1907. 
Edited by R. HensLowE WELLINGTON and StanLey B. ATkiNson, 
M.A,, M.B., Barristers-at-Law. Vol. 1V. Bailliére, Tindall, & Cox. 


Roscoe’s Digest of the Law of Evidence on the Trial of Actions at 
Nisi Prius. ighteenth Edition. By Maurice Powsziu, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. In Two Vols. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). Price 42s. 








Correspondence. 


Interest on Clients’ Moneys. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—If solicitors have to be responsible for interest on all clients’ 
moneys which they m«y receive, say, by small instalments, either 
direct from debtors themselves or through the county court, in what 
coin of the realm can the same be paid when, in many instances, it may 
possibly amount to a small fraction of a penny? And what about 
interest on the instalments paid into county courts before these are 
received by the solicitors—must the registrars account for this 
interest, or are they entitled to keep the same for their own use? If 
not, and it has to be accounted for to the Treasury, is the Treasury 
any more entitled to keep it than solicitors ? SoxicrTor. 

pt. 11. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


CASTLE v. RANDT REEFS GOLD MINING CO. (LIM). 18th Sept. 


Pracrice—Seagvice or Writ—Service on Liurrep Company Ovt or THE 
JURISDICTION. 


This was a motion to set aside the service of a writ upon the defendant 
scmnene. The writ was issued on the 3rd of September, 1907, and served 
personally on the secretary in London. The defendants, who had 
under protest, contended that the service should have been eff at the 
registered office in Dublin. The action was brought for the appointment 
of a receiver. [Parker, J.—Primd facie service on the secretary was wong i 
service should have been effected at the registered office.] Counsel 
the plaintiff os his ons we So ee ee at ie 
Dublin. It was ya ad not a re 

laintiff was therefore stitial to effect service where he could. [Pauxer, 

.—That would be material on an application to serve out of the juris- 
diction.] It is submitted that it is also material on this ap tion. 
plaintiff, by virtue of ord. 11, r. 1 (e), can serve out of the jurisdiction 
where ‘‘ the action is founded on any breach or breach within 





FE? 


jurisdiction of any contract wherever made, which to the terms 
thereof, ought to be performed within the juri unless the defendant 
is domiciled or ordinarily resident in Ireland.” (Panxer, J.—That rule 


only applies where there is no statu provision.] The only statutory 
mn Be 5 here is section 62 of the poe Mh se not. 1868, which provides 
that: ‘‘ Any summons, notice, order, or other document required to be 
served bg the company be served by leaving the same or 
it through the post in a letter addressed to the company at 
tered office.”’ That is optional. In Wood v. Anderson Foundry 
(1888, 36 W. R. 918), Logan v. Bank of Scotland (1904, 2 K. B. 495) there 
was & tered office out of the jurisdiction. Here there is no 
office. He also referred to Buckley on Companies (8th ed.), p. 227. 
an affidavit of the tiff, who said that on the 2nd of ’ 
he called at 22, South Frederick-street, Dublin, which was the address which 
penne Bayh earns oy bays toy office. He theresawa 
young woman who was employ of the pee Se That 
company occupied the office. The young woman him she knew 
nothing about the defendant com Co. 
for the defendants, and that he had see the manager of the Yost 
Upon his whether ee was aug plies np erent Se Sa 
company, his in said she was unable to 
someone had taken it away or that it had fallen down. He was unable to 
find the name . 
an affidavit of Mr. Briggs, the secretary of the 


ai 


: 
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Panxer, J.—On the affidavits read I should be disposed to give leave 
for service out of the jurisdiction under ord. 11, r. 1 (c). On the defendants 
consenting to treat this as a motion to discharge, and for leave for service 
out of the jurisdiction, the plaintiff may serve out of the jurisdiction, with 
liberty to the defendants to object to the service. I direct that the whole 
matter shall stand over for a fortnight.—CounseL, R. J. Willis ; Whittaker. 
Soxicrrons, Geo. Castle; Maxwell § Dampney. 

[Reported by W. Varentrwz Bart, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Obituary. 
Mr. F. Stallard. 


We regret to announce the death, on Saturday last, of Mr. Frederick 
Stallard, barrister-at-law, in his seventy-ninth year. He was the 
son of Mr. William Stallard, of the Blanquettes, Worcestershire; was 
educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar 
in 1852. He attained a good practice, largely as a conveyancer, and 
we believe was acting counsel for the Treasury in conveyancing 
matters. He continued in practice, with few signs of age, until the 
Long Vacation, retaining his chambers in the unfashionable region 
of Chancery-lane. He was a bencher of the Middle Temple, and, 
if he had lived, would have been treasurer of that inn in succession 
to Mr. Justice Bigham. He had the reputation of being an excellent 
lawyer, and his sedate geniality rendered him very popular with his 
brethren. 








Legal News. 


General. 


Lord Loreburn, who is paying a short visit to Canada, has been, 
says the 7imes, spending four days at Niagara Falls. He then goes 
for a trip down the St, | Pic to Quebec, and starts for home on 
Friday (yesterday). 


At the meeting of the Court of Aldermen, on Tuesday, at the 
Guildhall, London, Sir Whittaker Ellis tendered the good wishes of 
the Court to Sir Homewood Crawford, the City Solicitor, on his 
recovery from his recent illness, which had necessitated his absence 
from his duties for six months. 


It is stated that after forty-five years of office, Mr. T. F. Allison, 
solicitor, of Louth, has announced his resignation of the post of town 
clerk of Louth. It is added that Mr, Allison, who is seventy-eight 
Fs aip of age, is one of the most prominent men in Louth, and was for 

ty-one years’ secretary to the local gas company. 


Mr. Justice Grantham has fixed the following commission days for 
the Autumn Assizes on the South-Eastern Circuit :—Cambridge, Satur- 
day, the 12th of October; Bury St. Edmunds, Thursday, the 17th of 
October; Norwich, Tuesday, the 22nd of October; Chelmsford, Tues- 
day, the 29th of October; Hertford, Monday, the 4th of November; 
Lewes, Friday, the 8th of November; Maidstone, Saturday, the 16th 
of November; Guildford, Tuesday, the 26th of November. 


At a recent meeting of the London County Council Mr. Walter 
Reynolds asked the chairman of the General Purposes Committee 
whether it was true that since January 1899 the sum of £8,645 had 
been paid by the council to the Land Registry for ad valorem fees in 
connection with the council’s purchase of property in London, and 
whether he would institute an inquiry into the effect of the Registry 
Act, 1897, to discover whether any benefit, financial or legal, had re- 
sulted from the expenditure. The Chairman, in his reply, stated that 
his committee was at that moment inquiring into the whole subject of 
the Land Registry. 


Curious evidence was, says the Daily Chronicle, given in the trial 
at cae of a number of people accused of bribing warders and 
other officials of the city gaol. It was asserted that as soon as a well- 

prisoner appeared in the — he was beset with attentions 
from the warders, all eager for his patronage. Their object was to 
act as middlemen between him and his relatives. They would conve 
letters, money, food, etc., and for these services they received their 
reward from the relatives of the prisoners. They placed food and 
letters in their boots or under the mattress, but it was in money mat- 
ters that they developed those practices which finally got them into 
trouble. The money given to them for the prisoners found its way, 
not to those for whom it was intended, but into the warders’ pockets. 


Among the anecdotes of Lord Brampton recorded by the new 
on the occasion of his birthday an the following ” When as 
was exploded on the doorstep of the house of Mr, Reginald Brett in 
Tilney-street in 1894 it was always imagined that it was intended for 
the judge. But his imperturbable humour did not desert him. With 
a twinkle in his eye, he said to his friend, “It’s no use, my dear 
Brett, their attempting to intimidate me by blowing up you.”—At the 
Old Bailey « policeman, giving evidence against a prisoner before Sir 
Henry Hawkins, was asked what the arrested man said when charged. 
The constable whipped out a pocket-book and read without a smile: 





“Prisoner said when charged, ‘God grant I be not tried before 
’Awkins, or he will bring down my hairs in sorrow to the grave. 
Even the judge laughed. 

Among the few agreeable facts to be gathered from the latest 
Bankruptcy Returns is, says a writer in the Globe, a decline in the 
number of bankruptcies in the legal profession. ‘Twenty-nine solici- 
tors failed in 1 That, it is true, is only two less than in 1905, 
but the number was forty-two in 1904, fifty-two in 1903, and forty- 
three in 1902. Not very much satisfaction is to be derived from the 
fact that the number of bankrupt solicitors in 1906 was two less than 
in 1905, for there was an increase of nearly £28,000 in the liabilities. 
Solicitors may, of course, find some grains of comfort in the bank- 
ruptey statistics relating to other professions. Here is a selection 
from the table showing the total number of failures in 1906 in the 
principal callings: Auctioneers, house and estate agents, 59; doctors, 
surgeous, etc., 31; solicitors, 29; architects and surveyors, 21; 
accountants, 20. 


A claim for damages against a railroad rer is, says the 
American Scrap Book, so often a licence for exorbitant charges that 
a simple bill, such as was received by an American railroad company 
many years ago is refreshing. It ran as follows: 

Th and Railroad Company, 





To John Smith, Dr. 
July 19, 1837—To running your Locomotive into my wife; 
as per Doctor’s bill for curing her . ‘ P é - $10.00 
To smashing band-box and spilling her hat . : ; ; 3.87 
To upsetting my deer born (wagon) and breaking it . ‘ arg 


To hurting me 


$53.87 
There is authority for stating that the claim was paid immediately. 


Ninety years ago to-day (Saturday last), says the Hvening Standard, 
was born Henry Hawkins, whom we now know as Lord Brampton, 
and who, after twenty-two years’ service on the bench, retired eight 
years ago to a peerage and the quiet home life he so richly earned. 
Although for many years he was a regular attendant at the judicial 
sittings of the House of Lords, his familiar figure has not been seen 
in that assembly for some time past, and he has necessarily given 
up his active interest in racing and first nights at the theatre. His 
reminiscences, which he published a few years ago, are full of interest- 
ing stories and recollections. One of these, however, does not appear 
there, and runs to the effect that the late Sir James FitzJames Stephen 
asked him once in the early days of his success at the bar: ‘‘ Hawkins, 
what makes you persist in behaving in court like a third-rate actor?” 
The answer came promptly: ‘‘ Because, my dear boy, I do it so 
devilish weil.” 

At the Central Criminal Court, on the 13th inst., James Emmett 
Robson, solicitor, was indicted for converting to his own use and 
benefit £300, £350, £310, and £550, which he had received on 
account of clients. He pleaded ‘‘Not guilty.” The prisoner was, 
says the 7'imes, admitted a solicitor in 1872, and practised in Lon- 
don. On the llth of February last a receiving order was made 
against him, and on the 18th of February he was adjudicated bank- 
rupt. He filed a statement of affairs showing liabilities amounting 
to about £16,000 and assets which were estimated to produce £4,000. 
The assets had, however, only realized £90 in the aggregate. An 
analysis of the accounts shewed that of the liabilities £6,400 repre- 
sented money due to clients. In opening the case, counsel for the 
prosecution said that for some time before February, 1907, the 
prisoner had been in financial difficulty, and apparently had not been 
solvent for a considerable period. Nevertheless he continued to carry 
on business, and was receiving money from clients for the purpose 
of placing it out on mortgage or investing it on other good a 
The first count in the indictment related to a sum of £300. In 1903 
the executors under the will of Mrs. Miriam Coulthurst handed the 
prisoner that sum for the purpose of being invested on mortgage 
or on other reliable security; and he gave a receipt for the amount, 
stating that it would be invested on mortgage at 5 per cent. interest. 
From time to time the executors requested him to show them the 
security upon which the £300 had nm invested, but it was not 
forthcoming. The prisoner wrote stating that it was lent on the 
deposit of a deed of ample value. The interest was regularly paid 
down to August, 1905. Eventually the executors consulted another 
firm of solicitors in order to ascertain the whereabouts of the £300. 
A letter was sent to the prisoner making inquiries on the subject; 
and he replied that he had lent the money to a gentleman, and offered 
to become personally liable for the loan if that were acceptable. The 
matter was brought before the notice of the Law Society, and was 
investigated by a committee of that body. The prisoner was eventu- 
ally struck off the rolls. Other charges were proved against him. 
The jury found the prisoner guilty. Sir Charles Mathews drew the 
learned judge’s attention to three other instances in which it was 
alleged that there had been malversation by the prisoner of clients’ 
money. In his examination in bankruptcy the prisoner admitted that 
he had speculated with money belonging to clients. Mr. Justice 
Bray, in passing sentence, said he pone yp no excuse whatever for 
the prisoner’s conduct, and he must necessarily pass a heavy sentence 


upon him. The prisoner was a solicitor, and the fact that he was a ° 


solicitor of course gave confidence to the people who handed their 
money to him. A person holding that position, and thereby gaining 
le’s confidence, must be punished more severely than an ordinary 


individual. _He sentenced the prisoner to five years’ penal servitude. 
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The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Reversions, Lare Potswies, anv Interest tv Possessi0 
Messrs. H. EB. Foster & Nag eg held their usual EO Tomas “No. 843) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on last, the 
following lots were sold at the Os ‘named, the total amount realized end £9,390 :-— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSI 


z £5 page ese ied ooo its oe eee ove - Bold a4 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE. 2 

For £3,000 and £2,000 ., ove ves ‘on ose oe ove ow 860 3,175 

a ae) we” ae ge ee eee ee 
INTEREST in POSSESSION ©. 3. 3. ss eo 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fatpay, Sept. 1: 
JOINT sTOCK COMPANIES. 

MITED In CHANCERY. 

Eastwoops Tawnery, Liwrrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Hebden 
Wilson, jun, 10, Newhall st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Gas ayp Water Works Supriizs axp Constavotion Co, Limrrsp—Petn for winding 
up, —_ ye directed to be heard Oct 15. Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In, 
for Ww. & Bolton, solors for ee = Notice of appearing must reach 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in of Oct 14 

Hargwoop Cass & Co, Liurrep - Creditors are required, on 4 a Oct 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Oliver Watts Hind, 
14, Fletcher pate, Nottingham. Wells & Hind, solors for liquidator 

uired, on or before Oct 14, to send their names 
eir debts or claims, to James Johnson, 


J. Mrrone.t, Linirep — Creditors are 
and addresses, and the particulars of 
48, Dover st. Boxall & Boxall, Chancery In, solors for ~~ 

Jou Morratt, Lixrrso— Creditors are uired, on or before Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Gordon, 19, 
Bond st, Leeds, liquidator 

Joun Youse & Sons, Limrrep (rv Voturtary et eggs Creditors are required to 
send their names and addresses, and the E their debts or claims, to the 
receiver of the company, 8, Bowkers row, Bolton. Richardson & Co, Bolton, solors for 
receiver and ma r 

K.uerxspore Gotp Mixes, Limrrep (1x Liquipatiow)—Creditors are required, as 
creditors in Europe on or before Nov 2, and as creditors elsewhere on or before 
Nov 30, to send their names and ad: and the ——— of their debts or claims, 
to Mr Albert Henry Clark, 213, Mansion House chmbrs. Blackman, Gresham H >use, 
solor for liquidator 

Norts Eeypr Layp Co, Liurrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 81, to sead their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Jobn Baker, Eldon st House, Eldon st, liquidator 


London Gasette.—Touspay, Sept. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
T Co, Li Pet 4 Mon ne ted Sept 13, directed 

Exarsit AND TRADING IMITED —Petn for presen: to 
be heard at the Court House, Government Praga vickorke st, Liverpool, Sa 4 Collins & 
Co, Liverpool, for Boote & Co, Manchester, solors for petners, Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 3 

Gotpen Vatiry (MasnonaLanp) Mines, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of “their debts or claims, 
to Frederick John Asbury, Finsbury pymt House, liquidator 

Hore. Victoria (New Baieuton), Liurrep—Petn for winding wD, presented Sept 10, 
directed to be heard at the Court House, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Live pool, 
Oct 4. Martin, Liverpool, solors for i. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of Oct 3 

Ksieut, Dawson, & Co, Limrrep (1x _Liqurpation) —Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 28, to send in their names an resses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Maurice Jenks, 6, Old Jewry, liquidator 

Loxpow Mawsuracturine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are soonest. on or before Oct 23, ) 
send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frank C Harper, 27, Chancery In, liquidator 

OtowaM Patent CLEARING Co, Limrtep—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Standeven, 15, 8t Alban’s st, Rochdale, liquidator 


Roszsaven Ta Oo, Luarep—OCreditors - pet 
names and th aan Gets or ciahen, 00 Percy Dewe 
Z aL yg i st, Bloomsbury sq, solors for 
Pe... Mean ase Deunsine Oo, Lausvgn— Citas, ss on or 
before Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, or 


of 
prey ty ta Py LK TN uidator 
West Araican Minera, Water Manvuractuagss, Linrep (1x VouurrTary ) 
—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their theit debts or claims, to A J Clarke, 14, Queen Victoria st, liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipar, Sept. 13. 





| AsuLey, Cregueen Maars, 


Ayxanp, Georce, Soul Catford, Kent Oct 23 > Datehay st 
a P sdford 81 Oct 1 Ward & Oo, Grace rig be hs 
THERTON, 


Heath & 
— Exocn, Gateshead, Beer Retailer Oct 16 Mather & Dir her a Dukinece, Newcastle upon 
ne 
Baruts, Pattie, Dean Forest, Glos Oct 16 
ee Henry, Altrincham, Chester, pod os gg aa Oot St Diggies & Ogien, 
B.., 1 20am Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 
5. —'~ 5 Dealer Oct 5 Heath & Sons, 


Carter or = Mary Maricpa, @ 

Caste, Wisivazp Baker, Swansea bet st 

Cotuzy, Tuomas Vatestixe, Faileworth 
Manchester 


Cours, Jouy, Cardiff Oct 15 Bradley & Sons, Cardiff 

Corrre.p, Eviza Caasz, Bath Oct 31 

Carsp, Geores, Su’ ll Graham & 

Darw, Tuomas, Sydney rd, Hornsey Oct 25 Pearce & Sons, West Smithfield 
Herrorp, Louisa, Oct 26 Nelson & Leeds 


Hincxsmay, Proton ener, Ansdell Lytham, Lancs, Cotton Spinner Oct1S W&T 

q on 

Home, Wacrer, Lynton, Devon Oct 12 Francis & Crookenden, N , Lincoln’s inn 

Jounson, Ropgat, ’ Burstead, ur Bate Essex Ot 31 "Batali & Son, Lime st 

Keicucry, Casitiea. Blackpool Sept 28 

Key, Susaynan, Southminster Oct 15 & Freeman, Maldo 

Kise, ‘oe Joux  B...g Ostend Oct 10 —— 4 k Goddard, South 84, 
y's 





— bn rom} + allington Oat Wenn Moorgate st 

VICK, Marcaret Evizaseru, ‘ansey & 

Livery, Ricuasp Tomas, Liskeard, Cornwall, Schoolmaster Oct 31 Blatchford, 
Btratton, a 

Mawn, Eurty "Vanpeput, Gt Missenden, Bucks Oct 19 Kerby, Adam st, Adelphi 


Merxs, James, Maidenhead Oct 13 anew, Maidenhead 
Mrrosecy, Tosias, Goonrow, Redrath, Cornwall 54 Rowe, Redruth 
Orange River Colony Decll Orawley & 
's 


Moons, Opsusonaie t Witsox, 
Nort, ALrrep Hewry, Cheltenham, Coal Merchant Oct 31 Rickerby, Cheltenham 
Panxs, Groree, Lambley, N otts, Gardener Oct 14 Acton & Marriott , Nottingham 
Peexiy, Sir WittiaM Ursay, Se Oct ae & Gordoa, King st, Uhe spade 


Portes, Jupira, Cardiff Sept 30 Ji Card 
Paxston, Groraiana, Lancs Oct 14 Preston & Smith, Manchester 
Guildford, Farmer Oct 12 


Rerauuack, Exyzst, 
Roox, Witutam Micaagt, Ni Grocar Oct 12 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 


Sace, Euma, Whetstone "Oct 29D suk & So, Band 3 oe 

Suerrieip, Evizaseru, Watford Oct 21 Sedgwick & Co, Watford 

Suitstox, Jonw Onmonp, Devizes Sept 29 Smith, 

SoLoMoxs, Patuir, Northumberland Baker st Oct 81 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall st 
om, ph Rhee West Bridgford, Notts, Frilling Manufacturer Ot 12 Wells 
WaAtkes, Axx, Oct 15 oie 

Wacken, F.rzasera, Leeds 15 Pulleyne, Leeds 


Wacxer, James, Bradford Oued 31 Atkinson, Bradford 
Waters, Paspeaicn. Woking, Surrey, Merchant Oct 4 Freshfeld, at ag 
Waesgees, Exiex, Newbold on Stour, ” Worcester Bept 28 Hancock & Co, Shipston on 





Witus, Ricnarp, ianiatin, Dove 
Witsox, Aurarp, Nottingham | Oot 12 Wells & Hie, ied, Nottlaghen 








Bankruptcy Notices. | 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Sept. 10. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bat, Faancis Roper, Leap Grocer Leicester 


Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 





CaRtason, 


Pet Se t5 Ord Sept 5 High Court Pet Aug 13 Ord sept 7 
1LL1aM OCyrit, Palmerston rd, Bowes Pe a Canter, Cuaaies | 7 pro Bay, Kent ee 


Beppogs, 
mercial ——— Edmonton Pet Sept 2 


Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 





Biveuam, “wor: z, Beckingham. 
Lincoln Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Brapsvry, a Pembroke sy, Kensington High Court On ee Restaurao' 


pneee, ~7 Penzance, Newsagent Truro Pet Septé Suan 


p ietinginen, Labourer ; Caviat, Wusun, Tain Ord gone Seigomeny, Contractor 
- saat Progeletee Brighton 


any 3 “Bowano } tv nny Chatham, Grocer 


Pet Sept 3 





mutamM Avueustus, Regent st, Tailor’s Assistant Dees, Fe Psror Boibg, Fort, Insurance Agent 
Bet Sept 7 
Bip a Hesry Bailder 8t 
Albans Pet Aug? Bept 4 
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rm, ALBERT Ro ay Glam, Mason Merthyr Tydfil 
5 Sept 5 

Haut, Earest Wasa, Quinton, Worcester, Builder 
Stourbri Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Hawkiss, Joux, Burnham on Crouch, Essex, Mer- 
chant Chelmeford Pet July 19 "Ord Sept 5 

Hawxins, Wiuitam, 8t 7 | Gam, Devon, Wheelwright 

eter Pet Sept 


5 

Hompnairs, aaa Ro a — Axe, aoeing Case 
Maker High Court Pet Septé6 Ord Sept 

Jouaxysex, Oscan Heixnica Apotr, Mesrboster, Mill 
Furnisher Manchester Pet Aug10 Ord Sept 6 

par Fy ay Lianelly, Grocer Carmarthen Pei Sept 3 
0 


3 
see Joux, Portmadoc, Blacksmith Portmadoc Sept 7 
7 


Koxsxiee, Nataax, Sintap chy Poplar, Draper High Court 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Sevt 
Marsos, Anparw, Stockton on Teea, 7 Engineer 
Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 
Mevixa, Eovwarp Hereeat, Fulham, 
High Court Pet July 31° Ord Sept4 
at a, ~| | edad Market Gardener York 


_ Ord Sept 
a BRAHAM, Peterborough, Plumber Peterborough 
t5 Ord Se 
Papwick, WILviaM a Mettinghom, Kent, Chemist 
reenwich Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 6 
Parez, W, and C A Epwanps, meighten, Dairymen 
Bngh 


attains Dealer 


Pet July31 Ord Sept 5 
Pyz, Faepericx Water, Norwich, Pouilder Norwich Pet 
6 Ord Sept 6 
Rrosarps, WiLtiAM, —— Coal Merchant Cardiff Pet 


Saaz, ~~ Epw a Kennington Park rd, Teacher of 
Pharmacy High Court Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
Savurrienotrom, Eve, Manchester Manchester Pet Sept 


3 ‘6 
——, Wittiam, Buxton, Tailor Stockport Pet Sept 6 


me Aaruvr, and Leovarp Tiver, Melbourne, Derby, 
Wheel wri Derby Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

ae eNJAmix, Tottenham, Boot Maker Edmonton 

et Sept 2 Ord Sept 5 
Weame Hewry Epwarp Wi.utam, Inland Revenue 
ment, Somerset House, Civil Servant High 

Court Pet July 25 Ord Sept 4 

Wicgereyxpex, Epwarp James. Clarence rd, Wood Green, 
Accountant Edmonton Pet Sept2 Ord Sept5 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Surueas, Fraxx, Audenshaw. Lancs, Hay Dealer Ashton 
under Lyne Adjud April 24 Annul sept 5 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Sept, 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axpox, Hexny = Herseat Anson, Monewden, Suffolk, 
Wheel ene Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Arseatox, Sipyry Prescot, —_ etal Promoter 
Live Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 10 

Bappge.ey, Atrrep Antuory, King’s Heath, Worcester, 
Stationer Birmingham Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Bacsnaw, Water, oe Kent, Plumber Rochester 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 1 

Baerrixgz.u, V, Old st, arbi Manufacturer High Court 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Se 

Berxox, Ricnarp, Mencxbier, yer Farmer Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Wiis, Preston, Journeyman Blacksmith 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Caumr, Gzorcr, Coppice Gate, nr Bewdley, Worcester, 
Timber Haulier Kidderminster Pet Rept 10 Ord 


Crook, 


10 

Dewatrset, Ricnarp, Blackpool, _— and Confectioner 

Pet Sept 11 Ord | Sept 11 

Baar, Joux Witraep, King’s Newton, Derby Derby Pet 
Bept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Epwazps, Evcexz, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 


Hull Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 11 
— Biaxcus, Harrogate Dresamaker York Pet Sept 
1 


Sept 10 
Hayyzs, Cuantes Tuomas, Busby, Warwick, Tailor 


Coventry Pet Sept 10 Ord Be 
Jonzs, Davin, Pengenffordd, nr Ta. , Brecon, Farmer 
Merthyr Tydtil Pet Sept 10 ear Sept 10 


Jorpax mas Heway, and Heway Apamsox, Stockton 
on Tees, Painters Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 7 Ord 


Sept 
Lawreexcz, Mary a, Erdington, Druggist Birming- 
bam Pet ‘et Sept 9 t ° 
W eeuae Importers 


Sept 
borough —_ ar Andoversford, 
, Glos, ioe eltenham Pet Sept 10 


Mazsnaur, Jou» Seema, Devizes, Solicitor Bath Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Sept 9 
Nicnois, Ricnagsp JowaTuas, Pnesough, Builder 
Pet 5 Ord t 11 


t Bept 
Pezeertr, Lipo Penrhiwceibr, Glam, Collier Aberdare 
Pet Sept 10 gray ‘eooe 10 
Paras, Cas. ‘eo Sunderland, Coal Exporter 
Sunderland Sept 7 
gy Epwarp wy 
ton 


Poous. 
Pet Sept 10 
Powss, Jouw Fiatavu, Hyde Park gate, Fn Promoter 
Court Pet Jaly4 Ord sept 11 
get, and Hozace Jonx p Any merry Ipswich, 
Ipswich Pet Sept1l Ord Sept 
ee <1 we <7 ~~ eens Cab Proprietor Bedford 


cee omas Simon, "Redcar, Sota, Grocer Middles- 
brough Pet 11 Ord Sept 11 
Rosstos, Tuomas area, oo a Wessaster, 


Pet A 
Siursox, Roper Brick ct, Tes ple, Barvater at 
Court Pet Jul 


uly 17 Ord Bept 9 
Sou.sr, iinet lane High Court 


duane Taom Lyth, Westmorland, F Kendal 
Pet Rept 9 Ord Bert 9 sessions 


ALraep Morecambe, 
10 


td High 





Taomas, R JC, Bream. Ord bones , Glos, Clothier Newport, 
Mon Pet ‘Aug 15’ Ord 
Tomson, Ricnarp WILLIAM, TWvorecster, House Decorator 
Worcester Pet Bept 7 Ord 7 
Valin aM Reoiwatp, Whitehall ct, Westminster High Court 
~ A 15 Ord Sept 9 
Veonne: ILLIAM, —. Staffs, Bookseller Hanley 


Pet Sept 11 ee 

Witts, Normay, P rrick Farm, Budock, Cornwall, 
Farmer Truro Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 11 

Wirsow, Ropert Oxtver, Bootle, e. iverpool, Grocer 
Liverpool Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 11 

Wor oigeer Wiuian, Lincoln Lincoln Pet Sept 7 
Or 

Wricar, Geaman, Leicester, Builder Leicester Pet Sept 


9 Ord Sept 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

a a Me LreR, Northfleet, Kent, Plumber Sept 23 at 
12 High st, Rochester 

a. ~ 1, V, Old st, Marble Manufacturer Sept 24 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bixcuam. Grorae, ingham, Notts, Labourer Sept 24 
at 11.30 Off Reo, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

poem, Harry, Penzance, Newsagent Sept 23 at 1% 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Croox, WILLIAM Preston, Lancs, Blackemith Sept 23 at 3 
Off Reo, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Dense, ANNIE "Mania, Sandgate, Kent, Tobacconist Sept 
26 at 9.15 Of Ree, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Devsnyis, Henry, Eastbourne, Grocer Oct 1 at 2 County 
Court Office, Seaside ri, Eastbourne 

Dvgwixe, Hewry Epwarp Wuirexeap, Chatham, Grocer 
Sept 23 at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Haiou, Biaycag, Harrogate, Dreesmaker out at 2.3) 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Y¥ 

Haut, Eanest Wiiuiam, Quinton, Worcester, Builder 
Sept 23 at11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dadley 

Hottoway, Joux Rozent, ”Melcombe Regis, Dorset, 
Butcher Sept 24at1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 
st, Salisbury 

Hooxs, Wiitiam James, London rd, Southwark, Architec- 
tural Engineer Sept 23 at 12 Bavkruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Jenxivson, Atbert Ecisan, Hastings, Stationer Sept 23 
at 12 Bankrupte by Carey st 

Jones, Evan, armarthen, + oneal Sept 21 at 

1,30 Off Bees 4, Gusen Car 

Lv sass, CHARLES, "East Retford, Notts, Painter Sept 24 at 
12 Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Luxroys, Wititam Hewry Coutiss, Southsea, Hants, Cattle 
Dealer Bept 2at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Macpowa.p, Dr Kexyets D’ Avsicry, Burgess Hill, Sussex 
Sept 23at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MarsHAtt, THomas, Walsall, Manufacturer Sept 25 at 
1130 Off Rec, Wolve: hampton 

Matsowx, AnprEw, Stockton on Tees, Electrical Engineer 
Sept 24 at ll ‘Off Rec, 8, Al ri, broug’ 

Movutpise, Wiitiam Heway, Chobham, yo 
Sept 23 at 11.30 132, York rd, Weattainat inster Bridge 

Pyz, Frepesick Waurer, Norwich, Builder fept % at 
12.30 Off Ree, 8, my bw Norwich 

Rains, Joux Tuomas, khili, Yardley, Worcester, 
School A nee cer Bept 24 4 11.30 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Bocusate, Wrutias, Cardiff, Coal Merchant Bept 23 at 3 
Off Rec, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Rosz, Ropert, and Horace Joux Wootxovan, Ipswich, 
Builders Bept 24at2.15 36, Princes i Ipswi 

Sacz, Cuartes Epwarp, Kennington pk rd, Teacher of 
Pharmacy Sept 24 at 11 ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Siuwett, Avreep, Hackins Hey, Liverpool, Stockbroker 
Sept’ 24 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Simpsox, Rosert, Brick ct, tides Gare Barrister at Law 
Sept 25 at 12 Bankruptey bid 

Vee, Reoixatp, Whi ct Sent's % 3 11 Bank- 

ruptcy blidgs, Carey et 

Wereranmesaih, Witu1am, Lincoln, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer’s Manager 24 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, 
Silver st, Lincoln _ 

Woo.ratt, Tames, Islip, Oxford, Schoolmaster Sept 21 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Anpoy, Henny, and Hersert Ansox, Monewden, an, 
Wheelwrights Ipswich Pet Sept 10 eon Woes 

Bappetey, ALrrep AxytTnoyy, King’s H orcester, 
Stationer Birmingham Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Bacsuaw, Watrss, oe Kent, Plumber Rochester 
Pet Bept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Bsrxox, Ric -— Pe mre pe peg A Labourer Pem- 


broke ‘et Sept 11 a 
Green, Wiss, yo 4 i ee Preston Pct Sept 


Sept 9 
nr Bewdl Worcester, 


Caumr, Groarce, Gate, ey, 
Timber Haulier erminster Pet 10 Ord Sept 10 
urne Pet Sept 


Dennis, Nee tad Eastbourne,Grocer East’ 
6 Sept 11 

Dew a. pepen, Matiped, Baker Presten Pet Sept 
11 Ord Sept 11 

Earp, Jous Witrngp, Sage Bowtep, Derby Derby Pet 


. Sept A. Sept 1 
pwakrps, Evosrsg, asia upon Hull King;ton upon 
a il - - 


Hull Pet es * 7 
Gamer, Saran 

Leicester Be ry 14 
Ord 


Goopmas, D, 
July 12 


Haywes, Cuanizs Taomas, 
Dealer Coven Pet ape 18 10 Grd op 


JeNxinson, Atsaae | 
Pet Aug 22 
Jonzs, Davin, Pengwatt ead 

Tydfil 


yy 


ae Tuigath, Parmer Merth: 
Pet Sept 10 Ord - 


Jorpax, Tuouas Hewny, and ~ at Apauson, Stockton 
Stockton on Tees Pet Sept7 Ord 


Kaitz, ‘Woour, Commercial rd East, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 11 


on so Painters 





Sept. 21, 1907. 
Lawrence, Mary Axxz, Erdington. 


arwick, Druggiat 
Birmin: Pet Sept 9 Ord seit : 

Lazstica, Heway, Wardour st, Soho, Chemist High Court 
Pet Jaly 4 Ord Sept 10 

Luxtos, Wict1am Huxry Coiirs, Southsea, Hants, Catile 
Dealer Portsmouth Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 9 

Many, Isaac, Sandborough Farm, or Andoversford, Seven. 
hampton, , Glos, Farmer Cheltenham PetSept10 Ord 

pt 10 

Marsaart, Taomas, Witeet, Manufacturer Walsall Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Sept 9 

Maatin, Witt1am James, Fawe Park rd, Putney, Slate 
Merchant Wandsworth Pet Aug7 Ord Sept 10 

Mov.pine, Witt sae. Chobham, Surrey, B 

Surrey Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 11 

Nicsous, Ricwarp JonaTHay, 7 ee Builder 
Peterborough P.t Sept5 Ord Sept 1 

Peerett, WituiaM, Penrhiwceibr, Glam, Collier Aberdare 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 : 

Psrer, Cant Gustar Tzopor, ae Coal Exporter 
Sunderland Pet Sept7 Od 

Pootz, Atraep Exsnest Fade = Seem, Morecam! 
Tobacconist Preston Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Romaine, Jonas Anipsan, East ee, Manu: 
High Court Pet July J Ord ‘Bept 6 

Rosyrtsox, WitL1aM, , Cab Proprietor Bedford ~ 
Pet ~~ 9 Ord sept 9. 


Ruppick, Tomas Simon, Redcar, Yorks, Grocer Middles- 

brough Pet Septi1l Ord Sept ll 

aan wy Lyth, Westmoiland, Farmer Kendal 
Pet Sept 9 Ord sept 9 q 

Tayvor, Eowin, Sudbourne rd, +" oe hill, Lather High 
Court 

soe, © 


aS ‘Aug 9 Ord Sept 10 
C, Bream, nor Lydney, a Outfitter 
port, Mon Pet Aug 15 Ord Sept 1 
Touuines on icHarD W1LL1am, Worcester, House Decorator 
orcester Pet Sept 7 Or Sept 7 
eae Witt1am, Tunstall, Bookseller Hanley Pet Sept 
11 Ord Sept 11 


Wourexnoute, Wittiam, Lincoln Lincoln Pet Sept 7 
Ord Be: 


ation substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 20: 
Mi.uier, Jouw ee et Nechells, Birmingham, Potato 
it Birmin: Pet Aug 15 On Aug 17 
notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Sept 3: 

Sramene, Josera Ropert Hexer, Stourport, Worcester, 
Builder Kidderminster Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Sept. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Beastey, Witttam Baaraam, Southsea, Jeweller Porta- 

mouth Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 13 
Besason, Davin, Nottingham, General Dealer Nottingham 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 
Bi_ssorovuea, ay tzy & Co, Acre In, Brixton, Furniture 
Dealers h Court Pet Aug 30 Ord Be ae 
ea Ricaargp Grorcsz, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 18 
rd 3 
elsea, Cheesemonger 


1 
Crean, Water Jvnx, King’s rd, Ch 
bh Court Pet Sept12 Ord Sept 12 
Cougs, vous Bexsamin, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 11 Ord 
Couuigk, | 5 Hewry, Brooklands, Cheshire Manchester 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Epwaaps, os Mevaic, Swansea, Monumental Stone 
Cutter twyth Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 


Grex, te asn, Ferryhill Village, Dusen, Boot 
Dealer Durham Pet Sepgt2 Ord 

ae Samvg., ge = pag ire, Joiner 
Stockport Pet Sept14 Ord Sept 1 

Haan, Auraxo Grosez, Bournemouth ‘Poole Pet Sept 14 

Hessert, WILLIAM, Abatibur, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

eee, ¥ gage ah Newtown, Retford Lincoln Pet Aug 
15 t 1 

Hueuss, Owen Jouy, Seen, Quarryman Bangor 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Hunt, Herpeat Georce, Stoke Newington, Chemist 


Edmonton bute Ord Sept 13 
Jonzs, Fann, Yee Edmonte:, Contractor Edmonton 
Pet Aug 2 


ug Sept 13 ; y 
Jonzs, Ricuarv Owen, Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Sept 13 
k Brentford Pet Sept13 Ord 


a = WILLIAM, 
nee 2 rd, Moneylender High 


pt 
Loussock, _— Cc, 
Court Pet +5 13 Ord Fae Sy By 
et Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 
Stafford, 


Mituer, Mary, Leeds 
Mitwargp, Greorce Henay, Middle Mayfield, 
- Joiner aan, Chasis on Trent aint sista gai” High 
ITCHBLL, Faaxk > ta, 
Court Pet Aug 21 On ond aene 
Pourpy, kw James, and Sere Lawaexce Porpy, 
Bath Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 13 
Porvis, Roser, Whitburn, Durham, Builder Neweastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 
Reysoups, Cuaetes Joun, Paigaton, Devon, Bus Driver 
Plymouth Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Gnoes, Eeeee Bolton, Painter Bolton Pet Sept 18 


pt 13 
Suorcayv, Emmecine 1 Lynton, Devon Barnstaple 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Se 
SILVERBLATT, Josern, 4 Draper High Court Pet 
ug 22 Sept 1 
Sisiaer, Caapius aesene, Leeds, Tea Merchant Leeds 
Pet Sept 12 Ord sept 1 


TuReavincuam, oe ee pte * Herne ,Hill 
ishmonger Court t 13 rd sept 13 
Westy, Davin, Cndlcy Heath, Staffs, Tailor af 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Waeeiss, Anrave Howanp, Shanklin, I of * Pok 
Butcher Ni Pet Sept 12 Ord S-pt 12 
Wuire, Hanoup —, Clacton on Sea Colchester Pet 
wv Aug 8 — Be, ‘ 
BRITTLE, Feawx uns, W: arsiagion, 1 Licensed Victualler 
‘Warrington Pet 2 0 =a is 


Woopvueap, Racuzt, Wyke Bradtord Bradford Pet 
Bept 12 Ord Bept 





is 
yudley 


Pork 
Pet 
ualler 
Pet 





